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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1, 3 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. In particular, Examiner finds the use of the terms 
web-entity and web-browser to be confusing. Wherein Applicant has named a first web- 
entity and a second web-entity, Examiner suggests the following wording when referring 
to the web-browser of the first web-entity: 

"the web-browser at the first web-entity" 

Thus, for example, Claim 1 . (ii) would be amended to read: 

"forwarding an address of the second web-entity to the redirection server from the web-browser at the first 
web-entity such that the redirection server redirects the web-browser at the first web-entity to the second 
web-entity; and" 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 10 and 12-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
US Patent 5,870,546 to Kirsch. 
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5. Regarding Claims 10, 12, 15 and 18, Kirsch discloses a method, system, 
apparatus and computer program for using a web-browser to pass information from a 
first web-entity a second web-entity, (Abstract), said method comprising the steps of: 

- receiving a pre-specified address of a redirection server, together with 
additional information, from the first web-entity at the web-browser, (Col. 1 1 , 
lines 24-35); 

- forwarding an address of the second web-entity to the redirection server from 
the web-browser such that the redirection server redirects the web-browser to 
the second web-entity, (Col. 1 1 , lines 24-42); and 

- passing the additional information from the web-browser to the second web- 
entity, (Col. 11, lines 24-42). 

Therefore, this reference may reasonably be read to teach or describe every element or 
claim limitation of Claims 10, 12, 15 and 18. 

6. Regarding Claims 13, 14 and 17, Kirsch further discloses a communication 
network web-based information system, (per pending Claim 13), with at least one 
redirection server, (per pending Claim 14), wherein a web-entity is a web-server 
arranged to redirect the web-browser, (per pending Claim 17), (Col. 5, lines 25-67 and 
Col. 6, lines 1-10). Therefore, this reference may reasonably be read to teach or 
describe every element or claim limitation of Claims 13, 14 and 17. 

7. Regarding Claim 1 6, Kirsch discloses a method wherein the address of the 
second web-entity is forwarded to the re-direction server in a cookie from the web- 
browser, (per pending Claim 16), (Col. 5, lines 25-67; Col. 6, lines 1-10; Col. 12, lines 
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19-64). Therefore, this reference may reasonably be read to teach or describe every 
element or claim limitation of Claim 16. 

8. Regarding Claims 1 9 and 20, Kirsch discloses a method wherein cookies are 
generated for each of an information receiver, and a redirection server, said method 
comprising accessing the information receiver using the web-browser; and automatically 
redirecting the web-browser to the redirection server, (per pending Claim 19); and 
automatically redirecting the web-browser to one or more additional redirection servers, 
(per pending Claim 20), (Col. 5, lines 25-67; Col. 6, lines 1-10; Col. 12, lines 19-64). 
Therefore, this reference may reasonably be read to teach or describe every element or 
claim limitation of Claims 19 and 20. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 0. Claims 1 -9 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent 5,870,546 to Kirsch in view of US Patent 6,070,191 to Narendran. 

1 1 . Regarding Claim 1 , Kirsch discloses a method, system, apparatus and computer 
program for using a web-browser to pass information from a first web-entity a second 
web-entity, (Abstract), said method comprising the steps of: 
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- receiving a pre-specified address of a redirection server, together with 
additional information, from the first web-entity at the web-browser, (Col. 1 1 , 
lines 24-35); 

- forwarding an address of the second web-entity to the redirection server from 
the web-browser such that the redirection server redirects the web-browser to 
the second web-entity, (Col. 1 1 , lines 24-42); and 

- passing the additional information from the web-browser to the second web- 
entity, (Col. 11, lines 24-42). 

12. Though Kirsch does teach the passing of information from a first web-entity to a 
second web-entity, Kirsch does not specifically teach the passing of information from a 
first web-entity to a plurality of second web-entities. 

1 3. Narendran discloses the passing of information from a first web-entity to a 
plurality of second web-entities, (Abstract and Col. 16, lines 48-59). 

14. To incorporate the ability to pass information from a first web-entity to a plurality 
of second web-entities into the Kirsch invention would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention by Applicant, as noted within the very 
nature of a redirection server. In particular, the ability to redirect information using a 
server allows one to forward information, as needed, to a resource capable of 
performing a given operation on said information. It would be obvious, (in light of the 
ability to redirect one set of information, as noted within Kirsch), to redirect numerous 
sets of information as user needs require. 
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1 5. Examiner further notes that the Narendran invention specifies the redirection of 
information to document servers, however, Examiner believes the incorporation of other 
databases maintaining telephone and television program information would also have 
been obvious in light of the teaching of a document database generally. In other words, 
the nature of the database is non-determinative of Applicant's invention and thus the 
substitution of Applicant specified database information into an invention disclosing a 
database property is obvious and thus, not novel. Therefore, Claim 1 is considered 
unpatentable over the combined teachings of Kirsch in view of Narendran. 

16. Regarding Claims 2 and 3, Kirsch and Narendran are relied upon for those 
teachings disclosed herein above. Kirsch further discloses a communication network 
web-based information system, (per pending Claim 2); wherein a web-entity is a web- 
server arranged to redirect the web-browser, (per pending Claim 3), (Col. 5, lines 25-67 
and Col. 6, lines 1-10). Therefore, Claims 2 and 3 are unpatentable over the combined 
teachings of Kirsch in view of Narendran. 

1 7. Regarding Claim 4, Kirsch and Narendran are relied upon for those teachings 
disclosed herein above. Kirsch further discloses a method wherein the first web-entity 
does not require access to information about the location of the second web-entity, (Col. 
5, lines 25-67 and Col. 6, lines 1-10). Therefore, Claim 4 is also unpatentable over the 
combined teachings of Kirsch in view of Narendran. 

1 8. Regarding Claims 5-7, 9 and 1 1 , Kirsch and Narendran are relied upon for those 
teachings disclosed herein above. Kirsch further discloses a method wherein additional 
information and the address of the second web-entity is forwarded to the redirection 
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server, (per pending Claim 5); wherein additional information comprises a telephone 
number and the second web-entity is a node in a telecommunications network, (per 
pending Claims 6 and 1 1 ); wherein the additional information comprises television 
program information and the second web-entity is a video recorder, (per pending Claim 
7); and wherein said additional information comprises instructions for an action to be 
performed at the second web-entity, (per pending Claim 9), (Col. 6, lines 36-67 and Col. 
7, lines 1-57). 

1 9. As noted herein above, Examiner finds the use of particular-type database 
information, such as but not limited to: telephone number lists, television program 
information, and any and all instruction for performance of further actions, to be obvious 
in light Kirsch. Examiner further finds that the same argument may be made concerning 
network type, as applied to Applicant's invention. In other words, the use of a 
telecommunications network would have been obvious in light of the communications 
network disclosed in Kirsch. Moreover, Kirsch discloses the redirection of data 
generally, which data encompasses those types specified by Applicant. Therefore, 
Claims 5-7, 9 and 1 1 are found to be unpatentable over the combined teachings of 
Kirsch in view of Narendran. 

20. Regarding Claim 8, Kirsch and Narendran are relied upon for those teachings 
disclosed herein above. Kirsch further discloses a method wherein the address of the 
second web-entity is forwarded to the re-direction server in a cookie from the web- 
browser, (per pending Claim 8), (Col. 5, lines 25-67; Col. 6, lines 1-10; Col. 12, lines 19- 
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64). Therefore, Claim 8 is also found to be unpatentable over the combined teachings of 
Kirsch in view of Narendran. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Arrienne M. Lezak whose telephone number is (703)- 
305-0717. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (703)-308-5221 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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